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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-2,4-8, and 10-1 9have been examined. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 - 20 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Larson (US Patent Application 
Publication No. 2003/0033393) is cited to fix the deficiencies of Sakai (US Patent No. 
5,581,787) in regards to unamended claim 16. Also, Larson is used to teach the newly 
added limitations of amended claim 1 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 - 2, 4- 8, 10 - 11, 13 - 17, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Cyr et al. US Patent Application Publication No. 
2003/017721 1 (hereinafter Cyr) in view of Larson et al. US Patent Application 
Publication No. 2003/0033393 (hereinafter Larson). 

As per claim 1 , Cyr teaches a computer network system (Cyr; Figure 2 Item 50), 
comprising: a circuit board forming a backplane (Cyr; Figure 3 Item 104, Paragraph 
[0029] Lines 5 - 9); at least one field replaceable unit (FRU) slot located on the 
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backplane (Cyr; Figure 3 items 106 - 1 12, Paragraph [0029] Lines 5 - 9); a bus (Cyr; 
Figure 2 Item 58, Paragraph [0022] Lines 7 - 10); a central resource (Cyr; Figure 2 
Items 52 - 56) coupled with the FRU slot via the bus, wherein the central resource is 
configured to generate a client-ID, wherein the client-ID is associated with the FRU slot 
(Cyr; Paragraph [0025] Lines 17 - 19); a non-volatile memory (Cyr; Figure 2 Item 92) 
coupled to the central resource, wherein the client-ID is stored in the non-volatile 
memory (Cyr; Paragraph [0025] Lines 17 - 25). 

Cyr does not teach wherein when an FRU is connected to the FRU slot, the 
central resource is configured to retrieve the client-ID and provide the client-ID to the 
FRU, wherein the FRU is configured to download the client-ID via the bus. 

However, Larson teaches a computer network system wherein when an FRU 
(Larson; Figure 3 Item 300) is connected to the FRU slot (Larson; Figures 1 and 2 Item 
110), the central resource (Larson; Figure 3 Item 300E) is configured to retrieve the 
client-ID and provide the client-ID to the FRU, wherein the FRU is configured to 
download the client-ID via the bus (Larson; Paragraph [0070] Lines 11 - 15). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified the teachings of Cyr by those of Larson 
because downloading the client-ID to the FRU is important because what was once a 
unique address in the system may conflict with an address in another system if the FRU 
is moved to the other system (Larson; Paragraph [0070] Lines 18 - 24). 
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As per claim 2, Cyr also teaches wherein the FRU slot comprises a Compact 
Peripheral Component Interconnect (CPCI) slot (Cyr; Paragraph [0028] Lines 6-11). 

As per claim 4, Cyr also teaches wherein the client-ID comprises a geographical 
address of said FRU slot (Cyr; Figure 4 Item 200, Paragraph [0031]). 

As per claim 5, Cyr also teaches wherein the client-ID comprises a unique 
identifier and wherein the unique identifier prevents an FRU from clashing with other 
network devices (Cyr; Paragraph [0022] Lines 12-14). 

As per claim 6, Cyr also teaches wherein the client-ID comprises a client-ID 
utilized by an address protocol for assigning dynamic Internet Protocol (IP) addresses 
(Cyr; Paragraph [0024]). 

As per claim 7, Cyr also teaches wherein said address protocol comprises a 
Dynamic Host Configuration Protocol (DHCP) (Cyr; Paragraph [0024]). 

As per claim 8, Cyr also teaches wherein the system further comprises an FRU 
held by said FRU slot (Cyr; Paragraph [25] Lines 8-14, and Paragraph [0028] Lines 10 
-13). 
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As per claim 10, Larson also teaches wherein said client-ID can be downloaded 
by said FRU via said bus (Larson; Paragraph [0070] Lines 11 - 15). 

As per claim 1 1 , Larson also teaches wherein the FRU uses an Intelligent 
Platform Management Interface (IPMI) protocol to download the client-ID (Larson; 
Paragraph [0070] Lines 3 - 7). 

As per claims 13 and 19, Cyr also teaches determining whether said FRU is to 
be replaced by a new FRU (Cyr; Paragraph [0025] Lines 8-14); retrieving and making 
said client-ID available to said new FRU (Larson; Paragraph [0062] Lines 7 - 9); and 
downloading said client-id by said new FRU (Larson; Paragraph [0062] Lines 7 - 9). 

As per claim 14, Cyr also teaches the computer network system further 
comprising a second FRU slot located on said backplane and wherein said central 
resource generates a second client-ID (Cyr; Figure 2, Paragraph [0022] Lines 10 - 24). 

As per claim 15, Cyr also teaches wherein said client-ID is uniquely generated by 
said central resource for said FRU slot and said second client-ID is uniquely generated 
by said central resource for said second FRU slot (Cyr; Paragraph [0022] Lines 10 - 
24). 
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As per claim 16, Cyr teaches a method for client-ID generation on a computer 
network system (Cyr; Figure 2 Item 50), comprising: generating a client-ID via a central 
resource (Cyr; Paragraph [0025] Lines 17-19); associating the client-ID with a field 
replaceable unit (FRU) slot (Cyr; Paragraph [0022] Lines 7 - 24); storing the associated 
client-ID in a non-volatile memory (Cyr; Figure 2 Item 92; Paragraph [0025] Lines 17 - 
25). 

Cyr does not teach providing the stored client-ID to an FRU via an interface; and 
utilizing the client-ID by the FRU. 

However, Larson teaches a computer network system wherein when an FRU is 
connected to the FRU slot, the central resource (Larson; Figure 3 Item 300E) is 
configured provide the client-ID to the FRU, and the client-ID is used by the FRU 
(Larson; Paragraph [0070]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified the teachings of Cyr by those of Larson 
because downloading the client-ID to the FRU is important because what was once a 
unique address in the system may conflict with an address in another system if the FRU 
is moved to the other system (Larson; Paragraph [0070] Lines 18 - 24). 

As per claim 17, Cyr also teaches wherein the FRU is inserted into the FRU slot 
associated with the client-ID (Cyr; Paragraph [0029]). 
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4. Claims 12 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cyr et al. US Patent Application Publication No. 2003/017721 1 (hereinafter Cyr) in 
view of Larson et al. US Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0033393 (hereinafter 
Larson) as applied to claims 1-2,4-8,10-11,13-17, and 1 9 above and further in 
view of Reichmeyer et al. US Patent No. 6,286,038 (hereinafter Reichmeyer). 

As per claims 12 and 18, Cyr in view of Larson teach the system as described 

above. 

Cyr in view of Larson does not teach wherein the FRU utilizes the client-ID for 
Dynamic Host Configuration Protocol (DHCP) booting. 

However, Reichmeyer teaches a client (Reichmeyer; Figure 1 Item 10) who 
utilizes DHCP booting in a network system (Reichmeyer; Figure 1 Item 18, Col 4 Lines 
4 - 20). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified the teaching of Cyr in combination with 
Larson because DHCP booting allows the client to choose a DHCP server to utilize 
(Reichmeyer; Col 4 Lines 4 - 30). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Richard Franklin whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
0669. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Fritz Fleming can be reached on (571) 272-4145. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Richard Franklin ^WwvJ^ 
Patent Examiner ^V^ti* 



